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And now confusion over
hﬂw she died?

Postpone election and set new date

RAGEDY is being reduced to the ludicrous, The

assassination of Benazir Bhutto is shocking enough

with ramifications not only for Pakistan but also for the
region asawhole. But now the Pakistan governmentcormes up
with the guestionable theory that the former prime minister
died not from any gunshot wounds or bomb explosion but
from hitting her head on the levers of the sunroof on her
vehicle. A successful assassination has taken place, with three
shots beingfired at her before herassailantblew himselfup. For
the [slamabad authorities now to inform people that a hit on
her head as she ducked killed her is not only bizarre but looks
like a clear attempt to evade responsibility over their failure to
ensure security for the PPP leader. What about all the eye-
witnessaccounts, reportby attendingdoctors, etc.

Pakistan is at the crossroads today. One way in which it
can try tiding over the crisis is for the general elections
scheduled for 8 January to be deferred for such time (but not
tao long a time) as will allow Pakistan's people and politi-
cians to prepare for it in cool and composed manner. To
expectthat the elections can go ahead on schedule would be
tantamount to imposing a decision on a country that is in
shock and deep grief at the murder of inarguably its most
popular political leader. Besides, Benazir Bhutto's Pakistan
People's Party is in a state of disarray following her death
and the Nawaz Sharif-led Muslim League has already
decided to boycott the polls. In the circumstances, it will be
prudent on the part of the government to get in touch with
the PPE the PML (N) and all other big parties in order to
arrive at a consensus onan acceptable date for the elections.
Meanwhile, the Pakistan authorities must go expeditiously
into the job of following up on the evidence they say they
have aboutan al-Qaedalink in the Bhutto assassination.

Continuing violence in the aftermath of the Bhutto assassi-
nation can only make conditions more fragile and tenuous
than they are. If the country is not to mutate into a dysfunc-
tional state, all stakeholders in its politics must come together
to get theircollective act together. The opposition, by rising to
the occasion and taking part in the elections, must demon-
strate that it is only an elected government than can combat
terrorism and religious extremism in Pakistan.,

'Nijhum Deep' becomes a

There are many more such areas awaiting

NE miust congratulate all those connected with the
project, the Bangladeshi sponsor as well as the Upa
Zillah Parishad for developing the island as a tour-
ism and entertainment spot. Although the start is modest,
the idea behind the action mustbe commended. It has been
the demand of the local inhabitants who saw the vast poten-
tial of thearea thar is ofimmense natural beauty on the coast
of Bangladesh, as a tourist location, This will also accrue to
thelocal council 25 perwn[ufﬂleea.tmngtmmemerpn‘:e
And this brings us to the very topical and important issue
of tourism in Bangladesh. There are many such areas like
'Nijhum . Deep' that can be and should be developed
urgently as a tourist spot. What we tend to overlook is the

fact that apart from serving the needs of tourists, both inter-
nal and foreign, this sector as an industry will ht.lp improve
the socio-economic condition of the local peaple.

The vast potential for tourism that Bangladesh holds has,
regrettably, not been exploited fully. We have two of the worlds
most scenic and beautiful natural spots, We have the longest sea
beech and the largest mangrove forest in the world. Apart from
the very diverse areas that can attract tourists, our geographical
location putsitmost suitably on the east-westaircorridor linking
itwith South EastAsia, another popular touristdestination.

Thus it needs no restating that our planners must get
more deeply involved in integrating development of tour-
ism in their parameters more intensely. There is a national
tourism policy that was formulated in Feb 1972. It stemumed
from the realisation that tourism in Bangladesh could add
significantly to its economy. This sector was recognised as
an industry that was to be given due importance in the
annual development plan. Unfortunately such ideas have
remained as lofty ideals till very recently, although there has
beenaspurtinthissector onlyrecently thatone notices,

Development of tourism involves concerted efforts of sev-
eral ministries and agencies of the gopvernment. But above all
it requires long term planning, of which we have never heard
anything. Tourism in Bangladesh must be made tourist
friendly. The potential for it to earn significant revenue, bath
from internal and foreign tourists should not be lost sight of.
One wonders also whether for the sake of tourism in
Bangladesh it would not be good idea o de-link the national
tourism corporation from the ministry of civil aviation.

The Baily Star

Benazir's assassination: Implications and lessons ieF
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Let us have noillusions here: thisis nowa Iﬂ:}tie, perhaps the final critical one, between

the forces of civil society and democracy held hostage, and militant obscurantism and
military jingoism striking back.

Tanig Kanm

had grave reservations about
I the manner in which Benazir

Bhutto returned to Pakistan
two maonths ago after a reported
power-sharing "deal” with
President-General Musharraf.
That deal had revived had memo-
ries about an earlier deal struck
between her father and another
general, with fateful consequences
for the future of Pakistan and the
region.

Nevertheless, ladmired her gutsy
reurn to Pakistan after the frst
assassination attempt on her in
Karachishortly after herreturn from
exile by a suicide bomber thac
resulted in massive collateral casu-
alties. Benazir Bhutto knew fully
well the personal risk she was taking
when she returned from Dubai, and
she had admitted that she was
fearful for her own life and safety,
but declared that there was all the
more reason forherto return to hold
high the banner of democracy - in
that deflant act of courage, she
redeemed herself of all her past
blemishes, whether real or megely
perceived, and regained for herself
the center stage as democracy's
leading championin Pakistan.

Benazir Bhutto was argeted by
the militant-[slamists because she
wits it multi-dimensional symbaol of
everythingthat the latter oppased -
- she was a woman leader, with
secularwestern education, acham-
pion of democracy who had
become a rallying point for all
forces of tolerance and pluralism,
she had allied with and was openly
seen to be backed by Washington,

and that she had declared publicly
that she would join hands with
President Hamid Karzai of
Afghanistan to fight the Taliban
and rout fundamentalism in
Pakistan and Afphanistan.

The initial attempt on her life,
although that falled, was a clear
warning shot acrass the hows that
she was viewed as a serlous threat
by the Taliban and that she had to
be physically removed from the
scene. The aim of the militante-
[slamists was obvious -- intimidate
her and other moderate leadership
across Pakistan, and Pakistani civil
society as a whaole, into retreating
into a shell once again. The initial
redction, of widespread rage and
violence across Pakistan, in the
hours following her brutal murder,
istestimony to the contrary.

However, the cynic in me also
naggingly suggests that one cannot
rule out entirely the possibility that
forces inimical o democracy and
mutually accommodative plural-
ism may also be involved (n fan-
ning the fames of violence, setting
the mise en scene for the military to
step in once again. The tarpet of
post-Bhutto assassination has
been, predominantly, the symbaols
of government (and party] linked
with General Musharraf, who s
also viewed by the Taliban through
the same jaundiced lens through
which they looked at Benazir
Bhutto, and considered {as she
whas) an Americanstooge.

This might prima facie appear as
somewhat convoluted, and self-
contradictory, but is it?. My read-
ing and understanding of our
region's history (and I include

Bangladesh) tells me that the shift
to the right and the creeping
annexation of middle grounds by
the radical forces of obscurantism
and militant [slam, have taken
place inexorably under the watch
of successive military regimes. The
Taliban and other assorted mili-
tant-Tslamist forces have progres-
sively expanded their influence
and politeal clout during earlier
military regimes in Pakistan, and
most bruzenly so during General
Musharraf's B-yearwatch.

When General Musharraf
assumed power (illegally, in my
analysis written in an op-ed in this
paper on Apcil 18, 2000 dded "Quo
Vadis, Pakistan?"), he had done so
with the promise thathe was guing to
wipe out corruption, bring corrupt
politicians to book, and restore clean
democracy all within two years (does
thatlitany sound familiar?).

He convicted the prime minister
he deposed, and instituted corrup-
tinn cases against the other former
prime minister, Benazir Bhutto,
and drove them both into exle
(thus establishing the "minus-two
formula” as a model for ernulation
by others). [ had questioned some
of those premises and assertions at
that time. Let me recall some of the
words [wrote then here:

"In the South Asian tradition,
such leaders do not simply fade
away, and today's villains can well
bounce back as tomorrow's heroes.
Hemember Mrs, Indica Gandhi,
who was written off in 19777 [t took
her less than a year to recurn with
triumnph to centre stage.

The Military Establishment [n
Pakistan has transformed into a

law unto itself, right from the very
birth of Pakistan in 1947. Pakistan's
political institutions have been so
weakened by the rapacity of the
military that, contrary (o what the
military claim as an excuse for their
latest coup, L0 years were not
enough for the democratic process
to establish sustainable roots and
take off on a mature course.
Demuocracy is a process, and every
country must evolve it to suit its
own genius and needs. [nstltution
building needs tme, and a great
deal of [nvestment in education
and public awareness programs,
for developing intrinsic resilience
... The paramountcy of the army in
Pakistan is directly antithetical to
the growth and development of the
demncratic process in that country

. Every successive conflict, or
confrontation in an arms rmce, or
missile race, or the nuclear race,
with India has dragged the coun-
try's economy further down, leay-
ing progressively less and less for
the country's economic develop-
mentand sacietal needs.

The military has always ignored
the basic truth that if the economy
was in shambles, it was largely so
because ol pandering to the jingo-
ism of the sxreme right and the
military, pouring the bulk of the
nation's resources into an arms
and missile race, and finally the
nuclearrace aswell ...

Much has been written in the
Pakistan and international media
about the sighs of relief and joy,
which greeted the coup in Pakistan.
Of the wide unpopularity of the
prime minister. The undisputed
fact remains that Nawaz Sharif was
an elected prime minister, the first
ane in Pakistan's history to have
been elected with a convincing
mandate. He was the head of gov-
emment, and in that capacity, he
had the prerogative of hiring or

firing the service chiefs. But as has
happened so often in Pakistan, the
tail wagped the dog. The military
coup was illegal. Merely having
indulged in it so often in the past
and quoting precedence does not
give it legal status or justify it If
military coups could have been the
panacea to the problems of a coun-
try or its peoples, its virtues would
have supplanted democrutic or
other institutions of governance in
many parts of the world.

The instruments of fanatcism
which Pakistan helped create in
Alghanistan are now, llke the prover-
bial chicken, all coming home to
roost. [umblings of how little
General Musharmaf has progressed
on his many promises, all old wine in
new bottles, are beginning w be
muttered. The general is riding a
tiger, and therein lies the danger, for
this will leave him with no option but
to cling on desperately to it and
prolonghisrideforaslongashe can.”

Touting himself as a champion
against the Taliban, General
Musharraf succeeded in endearing
himself in the myopie vision of the
West (read America here), and
milked the latter for all she was
warth while prolonging his stay for
another seven years since [ wrote
my earlier piece. But how much
has all the ald poured into Palkistan
succeeded in containing, or rout-
ing, the forces of militant [slam?
On the contrary, it brought those
forces to the very heart of
Pakistan's capital, as the Red
Mosque episode so strikingly
proclaimed to the world., And now
the blow-back of Talibanisation to
Pakisean from its rout in 1991 in
Mghanistan, has reversed direc-
tion. After establishing what
appears to he well-established and
well consolidated beach-heads
within Paklstan, it is in the process
ofrre-invading Afghanistan.

S0 what is President Musharraf,
and Pakistan, going to do now? The
tempiation on the part of the lately
{and very reluctantly) civilianised
president would, [ suspect be very
strong to re-impose astate ofemer-
gency, perhaps even invoke a
return to martial law.  That has
been the traditional, knee-jork
response of military leaders
espousing their exceptionalism in
our part of the world, That would
be the worst service that they can
do for Pakistan, or for the cause of
democracy.

Letus have no illusions here: this
i5 now a baule, pechaps the final
critical one, between the forces of
civil "aciery and demacracy held
hostage, and militant obscuran-
tism and military jingoism striking
back. Justas militancy (of any sort)
tends to feed on itsell to grow, the
democratic process too can only
grow and expand ifit too is allowed
o feed onitself, so to speak.

The pracess, admittedly is not
without flaws, and will usher in
through its traversing course many
unsavoury characters as players.
Hul in the end, as the histories of
other more mature and better
established democracies elsewhere
so palpably and elearly demon-
strate, the system redeems itself, by
empowering the people whom it
serves. [t matures in direct propaor-
tion to the maturing of its civil soci-
ety. No amount of artificially con-
trived and brutally enforced politi-
cal engineering can short-circuit
this evolutionary process.

Let Bangladeshis take heed of
what Is happening in Pakistan --
and take the lessons to heart.

Tha authar is former Bangladeshi Ambassador to
the US. Ha I3 curenly Adjusct Professar,
teaching gavemment and palitics al he Linivarsity
of Marytand, Gearge Woshington University and
tha Virginia Intamatienal University In the Unitad
Statas.

Possible aftermath of th? elections

HERE is little doubt that

I mankind's evalutionary

journey for the maost opti-
mum ideological system of gover-
nance in the "universalisation of
western liberal democracy” as the
end point of history is yet to be
arrived at. The inequity one sees,
pirticularly in the least developed
countries like Bangladesh, in peo-
ple batiered by poverty created by
both man and nature, lends cre-
dence to some scholars'
economistic (capitalism versus
socialism) theory of democratic
development whereby "the devel-
opmental principle of democracy
Is vitiated by the extractive princi-
pleofcapitalism.”

One can argue that in the early
stages of western industrialisaton,
human values were routinely sacri-
feed on the altar of economic needs,
Extension of this argument can also
lead us to the possibility of net mins-
fer of power to a chosen minority by
the [arger populace as prescribed by
democracy, albeit for a certain
period, and the further possibility
that the "chosen few” could choose

One can argue that both democracy and development may be achieved simultaneously,
albeit at a slower pace. Bangladeshis, having won independence through blood and
tears, are more likely to opt for popular sovereignty than to give away this right to a
chosen few, however impectable their credentials may be.

tobeunaccountable tothe electurane
and prefer to conduct public affuirs
forpersonal benefit.

Paradoxically, if democracy is
sacrificed due (o fear of misgovern-
ment that occurred in the pasy, the
possibility still remains that power,
if glven to the unelected few, could
be also be abused. Since itwould be
difficult to devise a system [n devel-
oping countries where poverty
reigns supreme yet in which only
honest and dedicated politicians
would lead the country, elections
would continue to remain a gamble
because voting would be done on
the basis of promises that mostly
had notbeen keptin the past.

If economic development is
given precedence over liberal
democracy by opting for "bureau-
cratic-authoritarianism” or "devel-
opmental dictatorship” then the
possibility of denial of social justice
remains, But, then, If we look at
Bangladesh, where, despite
decades of democratic rule, mini-
mum wages were not paid to the
labourers till recently the payment
was forced upon the employers by
the interim government, then
questions are bound to be asked

whether, i situitions where calls
for "duty to protect” do not exist
and where fundamental rights are
not trodden upon at will, whether
"illiberal" dempcracy should not
beacceptable.

Therecanbeno debateon theright
ofthe peopletodetermine theirfateas
the optimum political course o be
followed. The westem liberal democ-
rcles, developed through stages of
absolute monarchy, feudalism, and
authoritarianism, have now reached
the stage of liberal democmcy, whers
the elected representatives remain
accounble to the electorate because
the people retain the ultimate power
tore-clectoreject, oreven recall, their
elected representatives.

Some scholars have identified
factors that serve promotion of
democracy, such as the level of
economic development, culture of
democracy in any given society,
demonstrated effects of the prac-
tice of democracy in neighbouring
countries and, most importantly,
craving n the people for democ-
racy, a5 necessary preconditions
forthe practiceof democracy.

But many of the developing
countries, including Bangladesh,

lack some of these qualines. A,
given the inconceivable scale of
corruption indulged in by the
immediate past alliance govern-
ment, many people in Bangladesh
are wondering whether, through
the coming elections, another
band of rogues will capture power.
The most recent referendum in
Venezuela, denying President
Hugo Chavez the opportunity to be
elected president for life, has dem-
onstrated that people would like to
reserve their right to take the final
decision when the time comes. The
problem arises that, since direct
participatory democracy by the
people is impossible in the present
day context given the size of the
territory and the number of people
involved in any election, a mecha-
nism may have (o be devised o
ensure that the wishes of the peo-
ple are fithfully implementext.
In Bangladesh, reforms of the
institutions supportive of demaoc-
racy undertaken by the interim
government is likely to ensure a
degree of confidence in the people,
One may, however, consider for-
mation of a National Security
Council to oversee the implemen-

tatdon of the projects undertaken
by the government, even though it
has been elected by the people.

In the formation of NSC, one has
to take the most expansive defini-
tion of national security, that
would include food security, envi-
ronmental security, economic
padurity, health, education, etc
besides the traditional definition of
securing the sovereignty and integ-
ity ol the country, and s member-
ship should not be confined to only
elected representatives but should
also include persons holding high
official/constitutional  posts and
eminent personalities respected by
the peoplein general.

The logic of having unelected
peaple in the NSC is that many
eminent personalities prefer not to
getinvolved in the hustde and bustle
of politics, but have superb qualities
to contribute to the welfare of the
country. The logic of a supervisory
rale for the NSC can be supported
o the ground that the people may
want an insurance againse 2001-
2006 period of kleptocracy:

Moon & Kim, in their study of
South Korean economy (A Circle of
Faradox: Democracy and
Development}, have demonstrated
that economic concentration
raised per capita income from $103
in 1963 to $7,435 in 1993 without
seriously distorting equality, qual-
ity af life, and distributional cffects
of economic performance. These
were achieved mainly during the
regimes of Park Chung-hee and
Chun Doo-hawn, both far from
being democrats. One may, there-

fore, wish to ponder whether, after
achieving electoral democracy,
concentration should not be given
to economic development even at
some degree of cost to social wel-
fare (socisl cost is defined as the
opportunity cost to society of the
rESUlerl'_'."riEUSL’_'TL 1

Undoubtedly, with the third
wave of democrtisation that took
place after the end of the cold war
and the dissipation of USSH, any
argument on constriction of west-
arn liberal thoughts instantly
becomes unpopular, regardless of
the vast differences existing
hetween the North and the South
and no less among the fast growing
developing countries and the
LDCs. Yer, the poverty In
Bangladesh, exposed once again by
the Sidr, cannot but make one
wonder whether there is a choice
between elimination from semi-
starvation stage and the "privilege”
ulcasling vole once every [ive years
foranuncertain future.

One can argue that both democ-
racy and development may be
achieved simultaneously, albelt at
a slower puace. Bangladeshis, hav-
ing won independence through
blood and tears, are more likely to
opt for popular sovereignty by
reserving "the right of the people to
alter or abolish governments and
to institute new governments"
than to give away this right to a
chosen few, however impeccahle
their credentials maybe.

Kazl Amacarul Masud is a formar Sacrntary and
Ambaasadar,

Gujarat wins battle in hate

NCE again it has been
proved, If any proof was
needed, that democracy
hias struck deep roots in India. The
election in Gujarat was froe anc fair.
Ashappens ina democrmitic state, the
Central Election Commission wuas
supreme, and it rghtly kept a tight
rein on political
parties. For example, the BJP and the
Congress were admonished for the
intemperate language some of their
leaders used during the campaign.
Yer, India failed because Chief
Minfster Narendra Modi defeated
its ethos: pluralism. Democracy
and gecularism are the two sides of
the same coin. Democracy without
_pluralism has little meaning

Yet the brggest drawback with the Congress is that -- t!us is nut in Gujarat alone «- tt
does not come out as an unequivocal exponent of pluralism, as it should. The party
gives the impression of being Hindutva's soft version. Considered to be carrying the
ethos of freedom struggle, the Congress cannot afford to compromise on the ideals.

because the participation of peo-
ple, without any distinction of
religion and caste, is essential.

By creating hatred agiinst a
particular community, Modi cra-
ated an atmosphere of bias and
fear. Elections were free, but people
had been brainwashed. The result
was that the BIE led by Modi,
secured 117 seats in the 102-
member house; five less than the
2002 election held after the Gujarat
CRINage.

Like the last time, he success-
fully played the anti-Muslim card
and equated terrorism with
Muslims. A poor second was the
Congress with 62 seats. However, it
increased its ally by 11 seats by
winning in the riot-affected area,
central Gujarat, The party bungled

aver selecting candidates, fielding
many who, in the eyes of voters, are
BIP men.

The Congress never presented a
clear-cut alternative o Hindutva
because it was too much on the
defensive and oo ready to com-
promise, On the other hand, the
BIF and Modi did not hide their
philosophy of saffronising India.
What the party and Modi did was
an antithes(s of the freedom strug-
gle, which wus waged not only to
oust the Dritish but also to establish
ademaocratic, secular polity.

These principles were
ensconced in the constitution.
Hindutvawas neverenvisaged, and
Mahatma Gandhi declared after
partition, in the midst of commu-
nal rints, that Hindus and Muslims

were his two eyes.

Even when it was clear that
Pakistan would be an Islamic
republic, the resolve in India was to
convert it into a secular state. [Fthe
nation wanted to have a Hindu
rashtra, nobody could have
stopped It from doing 50 because
00 percent of the populadon in the
divided Indiawas Hindu.

Still, the propesition was not
even discussed because the ethos
of freedom struggle was secular-
ism. All communides had partici-
pated in the movement, and they
wanted o sustain & mult-culoaral
and muld-religious society.

The tragedy about Gujarut is that
it wants to pursue a parochial
agenda, which is not acceptable to
the rest of India. Diversicy is the

country's strength, and.it can even
break up if it is weakened. The
reason why a big country like the
Soviet Union disintegrated was the
suppression of diverse communi-
ties in the name of communism.
Modi is busy destroying India's
integration and the BIP is trying to
mplement Hindutva, whatever it
costs in terms of unicy.

Still, the BJP is impaled on the
horns of a dilemma. Tt cannot win
India unless it sheds ant-Muslim
bias. At the same time, it dpes not
watnt to give up the Hindueva plank
because its parochial line has given
(tdividends in some parts, [t has s
governments in Rajasthan,
Madhya Pradesh, Chattisgarh,
Utakhand and Jharkhand and
coalifions in Punjab and Bihar.

Since the party was nowhere
neir the independence movement,
it never understood, much less
appreciated, the ethos of pluralism
thatinspired the freedom struggle.

L.E. Advani, a top BIP leader, got
rapped on his knuckles by the RSS,
the party's mentar, when he praised
Quaid-e-Azam Mohammed Al
Jinnah for having reflected a secular
outlook in the speech after pard-

tion, that Pakistan and India were
two nations; Muslims and Hindus
can go feely to their mosque or
temple and should not mix religion
with politics.

The RSS never forgave him, and,
he, on his part, was on the delen-
sive and practically withdrew his
remark. When it comes to
Hindutva, the RSS brooks no dis-
sent. In fact, the re-election of
Modi, with the margin he has
secured, is going to influence the
BJP'sstrategy of tomorrow.

The party's pasition on Kashmir
may become more intractable
because it would not like
compromising on such an issue,
particularly when even the com-
paratively liberal Arwal Behari
Vajpayee has withdrawn to the
shadows. The main casualty of
Muodi's victory may be the National
Democratic Alliance (MDA), the
platform on which different
regional parties have come
together to prove a majority in the
LokSabha.

Vajpayee ruled the country for
six years through this alliance. Now
Advaniislooking forwand to it

Regional parties may not like to

sup with Modi, who spews hate
because they have their Muslim
supporters to reckon with. BIP
president Hajnath Singh may go on
repeating that the party has won in
Gujarat, and Modi may also be
saying so. But the fact remains that
Modi kept even the party leader-
shipout.

Like a camel, he has entered the
teni. He is going to ask for space,
which the central leadership will
have to concede. Advani's remark
that Modi's election is a turning
point in national politics may well
be true. But the turning point is
going to be the re-thinking on the
partofB[P'sallies,

Except the Shiv Sena from
Miuharashtra, there does nol seem
to be any party siding with the B[B
They have secular credentials.
They cannot go to the voters with
Modi as the BJP mascot. The
Muslirns command 15 to [B per-
cent of the electorate, and [t s
crucial in abour 150 Lok Sabha
SEats.

Modi's advantage begins and
ends in Gujarat, because the
Muslim vote in the state is only
eight percent. That s the reason

why allies of the BIP appealed to it
not to send Maodi when they were
fighting their election for the
assembly.

The Congress is still leamning its
lesson from Gujarat. Party presi-
dent, Sonta Gandhi, is a crowd
puller but not the vote catcher. No
use re-emphasising that Rahul
Gandhi is not making any impact.
Younger leaders in the Congress,
and persons like Lalu Prasad Yadav
who is on the side of the Congress,
might have done better if they had
campaigned.

Yet the higgest drawback with
the Congress s that -- this is notin
Gujarat alone -- it does not come
out as an unequivacal exponent of
pluralism, as it should. The party
gives the impression of being
Hindutva's soft version.
Considered to be carrying the ethos
of freedom struggle, the Congress
cannot afford o compromise on
the ideals, The BIP is understand-
ably against secularism, but a
diluted, half-hearted Congress can
doonlyharm. [tissad thatthe party
isnotconsclousofthat

Kuldip Mayar iz an emizent Indian calummial.



